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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 2, 7 were cancelled. 



2. 



Claims 12-14 were added. 



3. 



Claims 1,3-6, 8-14 were examined. 



Response to Applicant's Argument 



35 USC §112 



4. Applicants are thanked for addressing this issue. The word "systems" has not 
been amended, thus rejections to claims 6-10 stand; however rejection to claim 7 is 
withdrawn. 



5. Applicants are thanked for addressing this issue. The rejection stands since 
claims 1-5, 1 1-14 are precarious as to whether the computer or an outside agency is 
executing these events. 



6. Applicants are thanked for addressing this issue. Based on amended claims, 
rejection is withdrawn. 

Final Rejection (2 nd Office Action) 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



35 USC § 101 



35 USC §102 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements 
of this title. 
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8. Claims 1-5, 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claims are 
precarious as to whether the computer or an outside agency is executing these events. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Regarding claims 6-10, the phrase "system" renders 
the claim indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are 
part of the claimed invention nor properly distinguishing which statutory type is being 
claimed. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 12, the phrase "adapted" renders the claim indefinite because 
the claim includes elements not actually disclosed, thereby rendering the scope of the 
claim unascertainable. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as unpatentable by Doughty et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,222,147 (2001)) in view of Schlitz ("Simulation of Gas Dynamics and 
Electromagnetic Process in High-Current Arc Plasmas" (1998)). Doughty et al., teaches 
an improved baffle for a circuit protective devices thereby effectively controlling arc 
pressure and arc effluent during short circuit interruption but doesn't teach how to 
simulate it. Schlitz teaches a strategy to numerically study thermal plasma arc columns 
under high-current conditions (pg. iv). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify Schlitz by way of Doughty et al. since it would have been beneficial to 
simulate electrical circuit protective devices (Doughty: column 2, lines 53-56). 

Claim 1 . A method for modeling electric arc behavior (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and 
paragraphs 1-3), said method comprising the steps of: determining electrical 
conductivity distribution in an arc (Schlitz: pg. 126, 3 rd paragraph) based upon a 
temperature distribution and pressure distribution within an arc chamber (Doughty: 
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columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19) in which are disposed a stationary contact, a 
movable contact and a plurality of adjacent arc chute plates (Doughty: column 3, lines 
10-15); and determining a current density distribution of the arc based on the 
determined electrical conductivity (Schlitz: pg. 136, lines 1-3, Biot-Savart Law). 

Claim 3. A method according to Claim 1 (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and paragraphs 1-3; pg. 
126, 3 rd paragraph; Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 
3, lines 10-15) wherein determining current density distribution comprises the step of 
determining electrical potential of the arc (Schlitz: pg. 137, lines 3-6). 

Claim 4. A method according to claim 1 (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and paragraphs 1-3; pg. 
126, 3 rd paragraph; Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 
3, lines 10-15) further comprising the steps of: determining magnetic fields (Schlitz: pg. 
138. lines 13-17) and Joule heating (Schlitz: pg. 132, lines 1-18 and pg. 136, lines 14- 
15) using the determined current density distribution (Schlitz: pg. 136, lines 1-3, Biot- 
Savart Law); and determining magnetic forces from the determined magnetic fields 
(Schlitz: pg. 123, 2 nd paragraph). 

Claim 5. A method according to claim 4 (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and paragraphs 1-3; pg. 
126, 3 rd paragraph; Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 
3, lines 10-15) further comprising the step of determining gas dynamics field using the 
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determined Joule heating (Schlitz: pg. 132, lines 1-18) and magnetic forces (Schlitz: pg. 
145, lines 1-3). 

Claim 6. A system for modeling electric arc behavior (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and 
paragraphs 1-3), said system comprising: at least one computer configured to 
determine at least an electrical conductivity distribution in an arc within an arc chamber 
(Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19) based upon a temperature 
distribution and a pressure distribution within the arc chamber in which are disposed a 
stationary contact, a movable contact and a plurality of adjacent arc chute plates 
(Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15), or a current density distribution of the arc based on 
the electrical conductivity distribution in the arc. 

Claim 8. A system according to Claim 6, (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and paragraphs 1-3; 
Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15) 
wherein the at lest one computer is configurable to determine an electrical potential of 
the arc (Schlitz: pg. 137, lines 3t6). 

Claim 9. The system according to claim 6, (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and paragraphs 1-3; 
Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15) 
wherein the at least one computer is configurable to determine joule heating and/or 
magnetic fields base on the current density distribution (Schlitz: pg. 137, lines 3-60 and 
magnetic forces from the determined magnetic fields (pg. 123, 2 nd paragraph)). 
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Claim 10. The system according to claim 6, (Schlitz: pg. 122, title and paragraphs 1-3; 
Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15) 
wherein the at least one computer is configurable to determine a gas dynamics field 
based on at least the joule heating or the magnetic fields (Schlitz: g. 145, lines 1-3). 

Claim 11. A computer readable media, comprising: code adapted (Schlitz: Appendix: V) 
to determine at least an electrical conductivity distribution in an arc 
within an arc chambers (Doughty: columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19) based upon a 
temperature distribution (Schlitz: pg. 231 -232) and a pressure distribution within an arc 
chamber in which are disposed a stationary contact, a movable contact and a plurality 
of adjacent arc chute plates (Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15). 

Claim 12. The computer readable media of claim 11, (Schlitz: Appendix: V; Doughty: 
columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15) further 
comprising code determine a current density distribution of the arc based on the 
electrical adapted to conductivity. 

Claim 13. The computer readable media of claim 12, (Schlitz: Appendix: V; Doughty: 
columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15) further 
comprising code adapted to determine magnetic fields and Joule heating using the 
current density distribution (Schlitz: pg. 137, lines 3-60 and magnetic forces from the 
determined magnetic fields (pg. 123, 2 nd paragraph)). 
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Claim 14. The computer readable media of claim 13, (Schlitz: Appendix: V; Doughty: 
columns 5 and 6, lines 63-67, lines 19; Doughty: column 3, lines 10-15; Schlitz: pg. 137, 
lines 3-60 and magnetic forces from the determined magnetic fields (pg. 123, 2 nd 
paragraph)) further comprising code adapted to determine magnetic forces from the 
magnetic fields (Schlitz: pg. 123, 2 nd paragraph). 

Conclusion 

15. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Correspondence Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mr. Tom Stevens whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3715, Monday-Friday (8:00 am- 4:30 pm) or contact Supervisor Mr. Kevin Teska at 
(571) 272-3716. Fax number is 571-273-3715 
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Any inquires of general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose phone number is (571 )272-1400 



March 17, 2005 





SPECIFICATION 



Electronic Version 1.2.8 



Stylesheet Version 1.0 



g 

m 

if* 

I 

IB 



□ 



METHODS AND SYSTEMS FOR 
ARC INTERRUPTION MODELING 



Background of Invention 

[0001] This invention relates generally to circuit breakers, and more particularly, to 
modeling arc interruption. 

[0002] A circuit breaker typically includes a stationary contact and a movable contact 
located in an arc chamber. During normal operation, i.e., when no fault occurs, the 
movable contact is in electrical contact with the stationary contact, and current at a 
rated level flows through the breaker. 

[0003] Once a fault occurs, the movable contact moves away from the stationary 
contact to interrupt current flow. When such interruption occurs, an arc is 
generated between the movable and stationary contacts and the electricity at the 
electrodes, i.e., the contacts, causes the medium (e.g., air, SF6) between the 
electrodes to ionize, commonly referred to as a plasma stage. The temperature of 
the medium in the plasma stage ranges between, for example, 10,000 - 20,000 K. 
At such temperatures, ionized iron, silver and other kinds of vapors from the 
electrodes, or other materials in the vicinity of the arc, contribute to the plasma. 

[0004] Various techniques can be used to extinguish an arc. Such techniques include, 
for example, cooling the arc via an ablative medium, stretching the arc by taking 
advantage of its self-induced and external magnetic field, and pushing the arc (via 
the influence of flow expansion and magnetic fields) inside arc chutes or splitter 
plates. If the arc voltage drop along with the voltage drop across a system 
impedance are higher than the system voltage, the arc extinguishes and stays 
extinguished. 
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[0005] The physics governing the ionized plasma stage can be described as a coupling 
between gas dynamics, electrostatics and electromagnetism. Specifically, the 
electric field affects the energy equations via Joule heating, and the 
electromagnetic field along with the current flowing through the plasma affects the 
flow field via Lorentz forces. Gas dynamic equations, which are inherently non- 
linear in nature become more complex and non-linear because of the additional 
interactions with other types of physics. 

[0006] At least some known arc behavioral models are generated based on empirical 
studies, and depend on experimental data. The variables in other types of circuit 
breakers, as well as under different operating conditions, alter arc behavior. 
Therefore, such models are not extendible to other types of breakers nor are such 
models for same type of breakers under different operating conditions. As a result, 
and in creating and attempting to optimize breaker design, numerous breakers 



id typically are tested under various short circuit conditions, and different design 

in 

types are evaluated using a build-and-bust mode. Such design techniques may not 



result in an optimized design. In addition, such techniques require time and 
resources, which increase the cost of circuit breaker design and development. 

Summary of Invention 

[0007] In one aspect, a method for modeling electric arc behavior is described. The 
method includes the steps of determining electrical conductivity distribution in an 
arc, and determining a current density distribution of the arc based on the 
determined electrical conductivity. In an exemplary embodiment, the electrical 
conductivity distribution in the arc is determined using temperature and pressure 
distribution with an arc chamber. The current density distribution is determined 
using the electrical potential of the arc. Further, the magnetic fields and Joule 
heating are determined using the determined current density distribution, and 
magnetic forces are determined using the determined magnetic fields. 



[0008} 



In another aspect, a system for modeling electric arc behavior is described. The 
system includes, in an exemplary embodiment, a server computer, a first client 
computer coupled to the server computer, and a second client computer coupled 
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to the server computer. The first client computer is programmed to determine 
electrical conductivity distribution in an arc, and the second client computer is 
programmed to determine a current density distribution of the arc based on the 
determined electrical conductivity. 

Brief Description of Drawings 

[0009] Figure 1 is a schematic diagram of an arc chamber. 

[001 0] Figure 2 is a schematic diagram of a system architecture. 

[001 1 ] Figure 3 is a data flow diagram for performing computational fluid dynamics 
analysis. 

Detailed Description 

[001 2] Figure 1 is a schematic diagram of a typical arc chamber 1 0 of a breaker. 

Chamber is defined by a breaker case 1 2, and conductors designated as stationary 
18 and movable contacts 20 are located in arc chamber. Contacts are in a normally 
closed condition so that current at a rated level can flow through the breaker. An 
arc chute 22 also is located in arc chamber. Arc chute includes a plurality of spaced 
plates. 

[001 3] In a first mode of operation, i.e., normal operation, movable contact 20 is in 
electrical contact with stationary contact 1 8, and current at a rated level flows 
through the breaker. In a second mode of operation, i.e., if a fault occurs, movable 
contact 20 moves away from stationary contact 1 8 to interrupt current flow, as 
illustrated in phantom in Figure 1 . When movable contact 20 moves away from 
stationary contact 1 8, an electric arc is generated. Also, when in the second mode, 
the electricity at the electrodes, i.e., the contacts, causes the medium (e.g., air, 
SF6) between the electrodes to ionize, resulting in a plasma stage. The temperature 
of the medium in the plasma stage ranges between, for example, 10,000 - 20,000 
K. At such temperatures, ionized iron, silver and other kinds of vapors from the 
electrodes, or other materials in the vicinity of the arc, contribute to the plasma 
and can change arc properties. 
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[0014] The generated arc moves outward from contacts and is directed into arc chute 
22. Specifically, the arc is split by the plates and the split portions of the arc are 
directed into spaces between adjacent plates 24. As a result of such splitting of the 
arc, the arc voltage increases and the arc is extinguished. 

[001 5] A model for determining arc behavior is described below. Such arc behavior 
model can be used, for example, in developing arc chute configurations for 
extinguishing arcs, as well as developing other mechanisms for extinguishing arcs. 

[001 6] More specifically, and referring to Figure 2, a system 30 for modeling arc 

behavior includes a server 32 that communicates with client computers. Server and 
. client computers are, in one embodiment, personal computers. One client 

U3 computer is programmed to perform computational fluid dynamics (CFD) analysis 

34 and other client computer is programmed to perform magnetostatics analysis 
36. Of course, the specific architecture illustrated in Figure 2 is exemplary only, 
and rather than having a client-server architecture, both the CFD analysis and the 
magnetostatics analysis could be performed on one computer, or on separate 
computers coupled via a network, such as a local area network or a wide area 
network (not shown). 



m 

D [001 7] Regarding client computer programmed to perform CFD analysis, a 



[0018] 



commercially available CFD software program, such as the Fluent program 
commercially available from Fluent Inc., is stored in computer memory. Of course, 
other commercially available CFD programs can be utilized. The Fluent program 
uses a set of partial differential equations commonly referred to as Navier Stokes 
equations and enthalpy or energy equations, along with an equation of state. The 
Fluent program generates values for flow velocity, pressure and temperature 
distributions in the plasma domain. 

Further, using the user defined programming feature in the Fluent program, 
equations are incorporated into the fluent program to extend the program 
capabilities. The equations incorporated into the Fluent program are set forth 
below. The terms that are underlined are not in the commercially available Fluent 
program and therefore, such terms are added to the program via the user defined 
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programming feature. 

[001 9] Generally, the equations set forth below extend the commercially available 
Fluent program to capture the physics typical for an electric arc and the plasma 
stage. Radiation is defined using an optically thin medium approximation, while 
the plasma properties are defined as a function of temperature and pressure. An 
additional set of partial differential equation is provided to solve for electric 
potential, and the current densities are derived based on their relation to electric 
potential. The magnetic flux is evaluated using Biot-Savart law, which is an integral 
equation, relating the electric field and the position vectors. 
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[0020] In order to define additional quantities to be solved for, or any other physical 
quantities for post-processing, the Fluent program requires users to define user 
defined scalars (UDS). For a two-dimensional and axi-symmetric implementation of 
the plasma modeling, up to 8 UDSs are used, while for a three-dimensional 
implementation, 1 5 UDSs are used. 

[0021] Client computer is programmed using a commercially available electromagnetic 
software program such as the MagNet program commercially available from 
Infolytica Corporation. Of course, other electromagnetic software can be utilized. 
The MagNet program solves a set of partial differential equations commonly 
referred to as Maxwell's equations. 

[0022] In operation, and as explained above, client computer in which the Fluent 
program resides solves the electro-statics equation. The electrical conductivity,, 
which is a function of temperature distribution, is evaluated throughout the plasma 
region and stored in a defined file format by the Fluent program. The file, 
generated by the Fluent program, is communicated via server 32 to client 
computer in which the MagNet program resides. Once the file is transferred to 
client computer, the MagNet program uses the electrical conductivity distribution 
in the plasma region from the file and solves the magneto-static equations to 
generate a magnetic flux and electric flux density distribution. The magnetic flux 
and electric flux. density distribution are stored in a defined file format by the 
MagNet program. 

[0023] The file generated by the MagNet program is then transferred, via server 32, to 
client computer in which the Fluent program resides. The file from the MagNet 
program is then used by the Fluent program for the next iteration of calculations. 
Specifically, once the magnetic flux and electric flux density is determined by the 
MagNet program, these terms are used, to determine the source term in the 
momentum and energy equation in the Fluent program. 

[0024] -j-| ie pj uent p r0 g ram j n client computer remains active throughout the entire 

process. If the Fluent program is terminated while transferring the file and running 
the MagNet program, the transient analysis would lose information about previous 
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time step or iteration, which would hinder proper transient simulation. 

[0025] In addition, the circuit equations are coupled with field equations, i.e. the gas 
dynamics, electrostatics and magnetostatics equations. Depending on the arc 
resistance, which is a function of temperature, the overall impedance of the system 
under arcing conditions dynamically changes as the flow and temperature field 
changes. As a result, overall current at the electrode also changes. This dynamic 
behavior can be solved by coupling the circuit equations with the field equations. 
Therefore, the circuit equations are solved to provide the appropriate boundary 
conditions for the electrostatic equations. 

[0026] Figure 3 is a data flow diagram 50 illustrating a sequence for modeling arc 
behavior. Specifically, electrical conductivity distribution in an arc is determined 
using the Fluent program in client computer. On the first iteration, electrical 
conductivity distribution is based on temperature and pressure distribution 52 as 
well as plasma parameters 54. The electrical conductivity values are stored in the 
defined file format by the Fluent program, and then communicated to client 
computer in which the MagNet program resides. The MagNet program then 
determines current density distribution 56 based on the electrical potential 58 
determined from the electrical conductivity 60. The MagNet program also 
determines magnetic fields 62, magnetic forces 64, and Joule heating 66 from the 
current density distribution. The determined Joule heating and magnetic forces, 
along with the previously determined plasma parameters, are then used for 
determining gas dynamics field 68. For a next iteration, the gas dynamics field are 
then used to determine temperature and pressure distribution 70. 

[0027] While the invention has been described in terms of various specific 

embodiments, those skilled in the art will recognize that the invention can be 
practiced with modification within the spirit and scope of the claims. 
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